108                  Panchapadika

The silver then comes to be the 'abhava pratiyogP of
the apprehended adhishthana through the knowledge of its
negation, Such a silver can be only mithya rajata.  We
therefore say not only that 'this is not silver', but that 'it
appeared as mithya (Mithyaiva abhasishta). We refer to it
as explicitly mithya; and this is the object of the negation.

Objection:  Even if we take the silver to be that
existing at another place and time, we can negate it and say
'this is not silver'.

Reply : No. The silver is the object of negation and
we have the knowledge of this object. This object was earl.
ier apprehended as being the 'this' with which we have
the sense-contact. If silver exists elsewhere, how can we
apprehend it here and later nagate it here ? The negation,
then, cann'ot have the form 'this is mithya silver.  It ought
to have been 'that is silver' or 'the silver is only buddhy
akara' (in the intellect as an image). If the error has arisen
because of the non-discrimination between the perceived
and the remembered, then too negation cannot take the
form 'this is mithya silver*.  We see the 'gavaya' and rem-
ember that it is similar to the cow we have seen earlier.
Here the true knowledge has taken the form of the aware-
ness of similarity.  Likewise we should say that 'this
shukti is similar to that silver which I have seen earlier.'

What is a negation (badha) ? I. Is it the obstruction
of the acitivity at one place of a person who is desirous"??
something else ? Now a mendicant cognises silver in the
shukti and yet he does not have any pravritti. If the deff-
nition were correct, he cannot negate the silver, and yet he
negates it.